489

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

AUSTIN
GROVER SELLERS
ATTORNEY GENERAL
Honorable A. G. Mueller
County Attorney
Llano County
llano, Texas
Dear Sirs -~ Opinion No. 0-6708
Re: Interpretation of Art e T206
end Article 7218, V. C. S.,
relating to the Board of| Equali-
_ zation,
"Your letter of a2 recent date requesting inion

from this Department 1s as follows:

County bas requested me
and ARTICLE 7218 of the
to Board of Equalization,

B 'Bach Com-~
i sit as a board
gy in May of each

icable PEFORE

submit 411 the lists of property ren-
or to the first Monday in June to
:lizatian of his county on the first

"Under the above two statutes- Is it imperative
that the Board of equalization meet *'On the second
Konday in May of each year, or &3 soon thereafler as
practicable BEFORRE the first day of June' or can the
Board of Equalization meet on the 'First Monday in
June or as soon thereafter as practicable??
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"It would seem that the first Article above
quoted requires the Board of nqualization to meat
BLFORY the first day of June, and then coatinue by
additional meetings, after adjournmeats, until the
assesament lists have been lnspegted, approved,
correoted or equalized. I would like an opinion
in regard to the above."

There i3 no confliot between Articls 7206, V, A, C. S.
end article 72138, V. A. C. 8.  Article 7206 pertains to the dutie
of the Commissioners® Court while aitting as the Board of Zquali-
zation, Articls 7218 pertains to the duties of the asssasor of
texes, . _ .

Slance toere is no oconflict between the two above msnw
tivzed Articles, we must now analyze Article 7206, supra, to
determine the answer to your inguiry. e find that 44 Tex. Jur.
133, provides in part as follows: .

"The first paragraph of the article providesa
that the board shall sit 'on the seoond Xoaday in
ay of each year, or as soon thareafter as prac-
ticable before the first day of June;' nevertheless,
a continuation of proceedings after June 1 doss not
render an inorease of value made after that date =
nullity.” .

in Graham vs. lLasater, (Civ, App.) 26 3. W. 472, the
court in a disoussion of Article 1517a, 1 Sayles'Civ. 3t. {now
article 7206, V. A. C. 3., with the exception of ome or two minor
differences, such as the changes in dates)said:

"By the first sudbdlvision of article 1517a,’
1 Sayles' Civ. St., it is provided: 'The county
comaissioners' courts of the several cgounties of
thils state shall convene and sit as a board of
equalization on the second Monday in June of each
year, Or as soon thareafter as practlcable before
the lst day of July, to receive ell tho assesament
1ists or books of the assessors of tisir counties
for thelr inapeotion, corrsction, equalization, and
approval,.' It will thus be seen that the purpose
0f the meeting waloh 1s thus required to be held in
vune is to receive tag lists and books fram the
assessor, and that it is not ezpresaly stlpulated
that the work of the board in making tze inspectlon
and correction reguired of it shall be conpleted
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within the time named 1n this seotion, In the case

of Swenson Vv, lclarea, 2 Tex, Civ. App. 334, 21 S. V.
300, we quoted with epproval somewhat at length froa
section 448 in Sutherland oan Statutory Coastruction,
where it 1s held that ordinarily ststutsas of this

kird are, as to the time spegified wlthin which an

aot is to be done, only dlrectory, and 4o not prevent
its performance after the expiratiocn thereof. e find
nothing in this seotion of the statuts which leads us

to conclude that the legislature intended that the
commissioners' court should not only meet ln June for
the purpose of recelving the llsta from the assessor,
but should be restrioted to that month in giving the
notices required to the tmxpayer, and in the performance
of the duties required of them in hearinpg the differeant
parties. iie can easily sse how, undsr some cirsuastances,
such time would be wholly inadequate for the purpose in-
tended to be accomplished. Ve therefors conclude that
the actica of the board of egualizstlon sitting after
the 1lat day of July, which 1in this gase seeas to have
been & contlnuation of the June mesting, is not for

that reason a nullity,.”

In view of the foregoing it is our opinion taat the pro-
visions of Artiecle 7206, supra, as to the tims specified within
«.1ga the Commissionera' Court shall convense and sit as a board
of gyuallzation are directory, btut if the Commissioners' Court
ioeg not mset as an equallzation bdoard wlthin the deslznated
tiza, it should convene as spon thereaftar as practicable.

've call your attentioan to the fact that the Commissioners?

Sourt should avoid any unnecessary delay in the performence of
tiis important duty in order that the business afifairs of the

county and state may be administered in an orderly mazdner and.
tre rigats of all parties concerned may be protected. - ’

Yours very truly,

ATTORMEY GeIRAL OF TSZAS
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